


OHIO STATE 
LAW JOURNAL 


/ sittin \ 
aie 


euiya 





VOLUME 37 
1976 


Copyright © 1976 by The Ohio State University 
CITE AS 37 OHIO ST. L.J.—(1976) 





CONTENTS 
VOLUME 37 


Table of Lead Articles—Authors.__ . 
Table of Lead Articles—tTitle _.. 
Book Reviews—Authors 

Book Reviews—Reviewers 

Comments and Notes 


Case Notes 


Subject Index 
Table of Cases Noted 








TABLE OF LEAD ARTICLES—TITLES 


ANTE-MORTEM PROBATE REVISITED: CAN AN IDEA 
HAVE A LIFE AFTER DEATH?—Howard P. Fink ...... 

ANTITRUST ENFORCEMENT IN OHIO—Edwin A. Matto, 
Richard M. Firestone, Laura F. Rothstein and Ronald I. 
I ot Me Sigh ac G eas a ae al aie RR 

APPELLATE REVIEW OF ADMINISTRATIVE RULE MAK- 
ING IN OHIO—PROSPECTS FOR REVIVAL—Robert L. 
ewenner Mt Erven ©. WOOT... eee, 

COMPENSATING THE INNOCENT ACCUSED—Keith S. 
I ogre eC cee Serre i Se 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL CHARTER OF OHIO’ S ATTORNEY 
GENERAL—Clinton J. Miller, II] and Terry M. Miller ... . 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF CONSUMER PROTECTION AC- 
TIVITIES IN THE OHIO ATTORNEY GENERAL’S OF- 
FICE—Robert S. Tongren and Margaret A. Samuels... 


EMERGENCY RATE MAKING FOR OHIO PUBLIC UTILI- 
TIES—Sally W. Bioomfield .._.. is Saran pee ig tens wees 


THE FOURTH AMENDMENT FUNCTION OF THE GRAND 
aren ee Pe. UO. ko wt ee eee 


GOVERNMENT IN THE SUNSHINE: OPEN MEETING LEGIS- 
LATION IN OHIO—James B. Recchie and John J. Chernoski 


HOW THE FAMILY FARES: A COMPARISON OF THE UNI- 
FORM PROBATE CODE AND THE OHIO PROBATE 
REFORM ACT—Dale L. Robertson .................... 

THE 1972 AMENDMENTS TO THE LONGSHOREMEN’S AND 
HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPENSATION ACT: NEGLI- 
GENCE ACTIONS BY LONGSHOREMEN AGAINST 
SHIPOWNERS—A PROPOSED SOLUTION—Marc I. 

| iy aac, OD Bete a heat a he ge mie ea 

OHIO OIL AND GAS CONSERVATION LAW—THE FIRST 
TEN YEARS (1965-1975)—J. Richard Emens and John S. 
I yee oe. ere Paes ee ice ee ky eR e, 

THE PRIVATE OFFERING EXEMPTION—_RECENT. DEVEL- 
OPMENTS—Stanley S. Schwartz, Jr.............. 


PUBLIC ENTERPRISE AND THE PUBLIC FORUM: A COM- 





MENT ON SOUTHEASTERN PROMOTIONS, LTD. v. 


CONRAD—Keanem L. Karst .............. 


THE RIGHT TO INSPECT PUBLIC RECORDS IN OHIO—Gary 
REED Sn rete «SD aN, Fale cs aan? SRR gt ek 


A SCRIVENER’S “DELIGHT’—THE MARITAL DEDUCTION 
FORMULA CLAUSE—John H. Minan . 


ill 


264 


559 


471 


705 


811 


581 


108 


727 


497 


767 


247 


518 


8 | 





THE SUPERIORITY REQUIREMENT OF RULE 23(b)(3) IN 
CLASS ACTIONS UNDER THE TRUTH IN LENDING 
ACT—William E. Knepper 

TOWARD EQUALITY FOR OHIO MEN AND WOMEN: THE 
ERA AND LEGISLATIVE RESPONSE—Susan G. Eisenman, 
Maryann B. Gall, and Nina R. Hafield 


TABLE OF LEAD ARTICLES—AUTHORS 


BLOOMFIELD, SALLY W.—Emergency Rate Making for Ohio 
Public Utilities 

BROWN, GARY ELSON—The Right to Inspect Public Records 
in Ohio .. 

BRUBAKER, ROBERT L. AND DAVID E. NORTHROP—Ap- 
pellate Review of Administrative Rule Making in Ohio—Pros- 
pects for Revival 

CHERNOSKI, JOHN J. AND JAMES B. RECCHIE—Government 
in the Sunshine: Open Meeting Legislation in Ohio 

EISENMAN, SUSAN G., MARYANN B. GALL, AND NINA R. 
HATFIELD—Toward Equality for Ohio Men and Women: 
The ERA and Legislative Response 

EMENS, J. RICHARD AND JOHN S. LOWE—Oil and Gas Con- 
servation Law—The First Ten Years (1965-1975) .. “a 

FINK, HOWARD P.—Ante-Mortem Probate Revisited: Can an 
Idea Have a Life After Death? 

FIRESTONE, RICHARD M. AND EDWIN A. MATTO, LAURA 
F. ROTHSTEIN, AND RONALD I. WISEMAN 
Enforcement in Ohio 

GALL, MARYANN B., SUSAN G. EISENMAN, AND NINA R. 
HATFIELD—Toward Equality for Ohio Men and Women: 
The ERA and Legislative Response ..... CSTs 

HATFIELD, NINA R., SUSAN G. EISENMAN, AND MARY- 
ANN B. GALL—Toward Equality for Ohio Men and Women: 
The ERA and Legislative Response 

KARST, KENNETH L.—Public Enterprise and the Public Forum: 
A Comment on Southeastern Promotions, Ltd. v. Conrad . . 

LOWE, JOHN S. AND J. RICHARD EMENS—Oil and Gas Con- 
servation Law—The First Ten Years (1965-1975) _ . 

KNEPPER, WILLIAM E.—The Superiority Requirement of Rule 
23(b)(3) in Class Actions Under the Truth in Lending Act. . 

MATTO, EDWIN A., RICHARD M. FIRESTONE, LAURA F. 
ROTHSTEIN, AND RONALD 1. WISEMAN—Antitrust En- 
forcement in Ohio 

MILLER, CLINTON J. III AND TERRY M. MILLER—The Con- 
stitutional Charter of Ohio’s Attorney General 


559 





MILLER, TERRY M. AND CLINTON J. MILLER III—The 
Constitutional Charter of Ohio’s Attorney General 

MINAN, JOHN H.—A Scrivener’s “Delight”’—The Marital De- 
duction Formula Clause 

NORTHROP, DAVID E. AND ROBERT L. BRUBAKER—Ap- 
pellate Review of Administrative Rule Making in Ohio— 
Prospects for Revival 

RECCHIE, JAMES B. AND JOHN J. CHERNOSKI—Govern- 
ment in the Sunshine: Open Meeting Legislation in Ohio | . 

ROBERTSON, DALE L.—How the Family Fares: A Comparison 
of the Uniform Probate Code and the Ohio Probate Reform Act 

ROSENN, KEITH S.—Compensating the Innocent Accused 

ROTHSTEIN, LAURA F., EDWIN A. MATTO, RICHARD M. 
FIRESTONE, AND RONALD I. WISEMAN—Antitrust En- 
forcement in Ohio 

SAMUELS, MARGARET A. AND ROBERT S. TONGREN— 
The Development of Consumer Protection Activities in the 
Ohio Attorney General’s Office .... 

SCHWARTZ, STANLEY, JR.—The Private Offering Fiabeaioki 
—Recent Developments |. . 

STEINBERG, MARC I.—The 1972 Amendments to the Liab 
shoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act: Negli- 
gence Actions by Longshoremen Against Shipowners—A Pro- 
posed Solution . 

THOMPSON, CHARLES A.—The Fourth Amendment Function of 
the Grand Jury 

TONGREN, ROBERT S. AND MARGARET A. SAMUELS—De- 
velopment of Consumer Prctection Activities in the Ohio At- 
torney Gencral’s Office 

WISEMAN, RONALD I., EDWIN A. MATTO, RICHARD M. 
FIRESTONE, AND LAURA F. ROTHSTEIN—Anstitrust 
Enforcement in Ohio 


BOOK REVIEWS—AUTHORS 


CARO, ROBERT A.: THE POWER BROKER—Peter D. Junger 


BAXTER, WILLIAM A.: PEOPLE OR PENGUINS, THE CASE 
FOR OPTIMAL POLLUTION—Peter D. Junger 


BOOK REVIEWS—REVIEWERS 


JUNGER, PETER D.—Robert A. Caro, The Power Broker . . 


JUNGER, PETER D.—William A. Baxter, People or Penguins, The 
Case for Optimal Pollution 











COMMENTS AND NOTES 


CONSUMER PROTECTION AND HIGHER EDUCATION: 
STUDENT SUITS AGAINST SCHOOLS ............... 
INTENTION AS A REQUIREMENT FOR DE JURE SCHOOL 
I U6 Si gSS adil atte die. « x's Bree SME 
INVOLUNTARY INTERPRISON TRANSFERS OF STATE 
PRISONERS AFTER MEACHUM v. FANO AND MON- 
Peers GUE 3s oases coed Densihwices wads pk eas 
PRODUCTS LIABILITY—THE TEST OF CONSUMER EXPEC- 
TATION FOR “NATURAL” DEFECTS IN FOOD PRO- 
PEER ase do 6k iets aha Teen een oe, Se a ee 
SUBSTANCE AND PROCEDURE: THE SCOPE OF THE 
JUDICIAL RULEMAKING AUTHORITY IN OHIO ..... 


CASE NOTES 


CIVIL PROCEDURE—Class Action Suits—Applicability of Rule 
23(b)(2) to Class Actions in Which the Need for Injunctive 
Relief Has Been Obviated. Wetzel v. Liberty Mutual Insur- 
ance Co., 508 F.2d 239 (3d Cir. 1975), cert. denied, 421 U.S. 
(Fh. 3. ) Gate paneer are mer er mee ene 

CIVIL PROCEDURE—L imitation of Actions—Ohio Revised Code 
§ 2305.15—The Application of Ohio’s Saving Clause to Resi- 
dent Defendants. Wetzel v. Weyant, 41 Ohio St. 2d 135, 323 
I I a ae Ee eee aL ean 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Defamation—The New York Times 
Standard and Reports of Judicial Proceedings. Time, Inc. v. 
Pare, “ee Se Oe ND a ee ke eee a 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Eleventh Amendment Bars State 
Court Damage Suit Based upon Congressionally Created Claim 
for Relicf Against the State. Mossman v. Donahey, 46 Ohio 
i ae 8, eee Pee ee Cee oc ee 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Equal Protection—An Evolving In- 
termediate Standard of Equal Protection Analysis. Primes v. 
Tyler, 43 Ohio St. 2d 195, 331 N.E.2d 723 (1975) ....... 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Public Regulation of Private Religious 
Schools. State v. Whisner, 47 Ohio St. 2d 181, 351 N.E.2d 750 
iS aera ah ca i a ae a al a al 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Sixth Amendment—Standards for 
Determining Effective Assistance of Counsel. State v. Hester, 
45 Ohio St. 2d 71, 341 N.E.2d 304 (1976) .............. 

CRIMINAL LAW—Prosecution of Corporate Officials Under the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. United States v. Park, 
ee See See Ree... ce rnntariiotioy nepiete ceo eek 


vi 


653 


845 


634 


364 


386 


451 


881 


943 


185 


899 


927 











CRIMINAL LAW—tThe Right to Defend Pro Se in Criminal Pro- 
ceedings. Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806 (1975) ..... 
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE—Preliminary Hearing Required to 
Satisfy Due Process for Pretrial Incarceration. Gerstein v. Pugh, 
Pu es saat sec eee 
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE—Voir Dire—The Right to Question 
Jurors on Racial Prejudice. Ham v. South Carolina, 409 U.S. 
524 (1973) and Ristaino v. Ross, 96 S. Ct. 1017 (1976) ... 
FEDERAL JURISDICTION AND PROCEDURE—Federal Court 
Intervention in State Criminal Proceedings When Charges are 
Brought After Filing of the Federal Complaint. Hicks v. Mi- 
A: Se Gee. SS care. Aner ceri? sanices 
LABOR LAW—Collective Bargaining and Grievance Arbitration 
in Ohio Public Education. Dayton Classroom Teachers’ As- 
sociation v. Dayton Board of Education, 41 Ohio St. 2d 127, 
er ek ck ee es eee ee es 
TORTS—Damages—Adjusting Future Earnings for Inflation. Feld- 
man v. Allegheny Airlines, Inc., 382 F. Supp. 1271 (D. Conn. 
1974), aff'd in part, rev'd in part and remanded, 524 F.2d 384 
See ee fos) 3. oda). 10). BUS. oF Peek. a ones 
TRUSTS AND ESTATES—Charitable Trusts—Application of Rule 
Against Perpetuities and Doctrine of Cy Pres. Rice v. Stanley, 
42 Gate St. 26 209; 32/7 N.E.20 774 (1975S). 2 0. ee es 
UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE—S§ 2-714 & 2-715 Conse- 
quential Damages Award. R.J. Lampus Co. v. Neville Cement 
Products Corp., 232 Pa. Super. 242, 336 A.2d 397 (1975) .. 


Vii 


220 


170 


412 


205 


670 


138 


685 


153 








SUBJECT INDEX 


ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE 


Appellate Review of Administrative Rule Making in Ohio—Pros- 
Ee ee ae ee eee ee ee 
Emergency Rate Making for Ohio Public Utilitics ............. 


ADMIRALTY 


The 1972 Amendments to the Longshoremen’s and Harbor Work- 
ers’ Compensation Act: Negligence Actions by Longshoremen 
Against Shipowners—A Proposed Solution ............... 


ANTITRUST 


es ees (Oe Gee | ns ok. es paeeie scum be tac Ve ce wes 


CIVIL PROCEDURE 


Class Action Suits—Applicability of Rule 23(b)(2) to Class Ac- 
tions in Which the Need for Injunctive Relief Has Been Ob- 
viated. Wetzel v. Liberty Mutual Insurance Co., 508 F.2d 239 
(3d Cir. 1975), cert. denied, 421 U.S. 1011 (1975) ........ 

Limitation of Actions—Ohio Revised Code § 2305.15—The Appli- 
cation of Ohio’s Saving Clause to Resident Defendants. Wetzel 
v. Weyant, 41 Ohio St. 2d 135, 323 N.E.2d 711 (1975) .... 

Substance and Procedure: The Scope of Judicial Rule Making 
I od i sah « vtec a ie Cue eee 

The Superiority Requirement of Rule 23(b)(3) in Class Actions 
Sg eT  * . ee rrn n 


CLASS ACTIONS 


Class Action Suits—Applicability of Rule 23(b)(2) to Class Actions 
in Which the Need for Injunctive Relief Has Been Obviated. 
Wetzel v. Liberty Mutual Insurance Co., 508 F.2d 239 (3d 
Cir. 1975), cert denied, 421 U.S. 1011 (1975) ........... 

The Superiority Requirement of Rule 23(b)(3) in Class Actions 
ee Ge Cee Oe CN Pe Se Se Cae, 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 


Consumer Protection and Higher Education: Student Suits Against 
SE «iia Gh shannon aa cs a Gimme Ah call ig a i A Mee ee ac 
Defamation—The New York Times Standard and Reports of Judici- 
al Proceedings. Time, Inc. v. Firestone, 424 U.S. 448 (1976) . 


vill 


471 
108 


767 


559 


386 


451 


364 


291 


386 


291 


608 


881 








Eleventh Amendment Bars State Court Damage Suit Based upon 
Congressionally Created Claim for Relief Against the State. 
Mossman v. Donahey, 46 Ohio St. 1, 346 N.E.2d 305 (1976) . 

Equal Protection—An Evolving Intermediate Standard of Equal 
Protection Analysis. Primes v. Tyler, 43 Ohio St. 2d 195, 331 
Pas Cae agmenmee ¢.. uur: Cie pee. basis et odethl 

The Fourth Amendment Function of the Grand Jury ............ 

Involuntary Interprison Transfers of State Prisoners After Meachum 
v. Fano and Montanye v. Haymes ...................... 

Preliminary Hearing Required to Satisfy Due Process for Pretrial 
Incarceration. Gerstein v. Pugh, 420 U.S. 103 (1975) ...... 

Public Enterprise and the Public Forum: A Comment on Southeast- 
re ee i ee FON BID a .. 

Public Regulation of Private Religious Schools. State v. Whisner, 
47 Ohio St. 2d 181, 351 N.E.2d 750 (1976) ............. 

The Right to Defend Pro Se in Criminal Proceedings. Faretta v. 
a a a ee we 

Sixth Amendment—Standards for Determining Effective Assistance 
of Counsel. State v. Hester, 45 Ohio St. 2d 71, 341 N.E.2d 
I Nic So ee Ga weg oly 

Toward Equality for Ohio Men and Women: The ERA and ca 
a eh ara eG bah ig bw aes 


CONSUMER PROTECTION 


Censumer Protection and Higher Education: Student Suits Against 
I i aah og ok bie in 6 gow a, ae hs. Bake RON REE 

A Development of Consumer Protection Activities in the Ohio At- 
rr rr ae 8 Oe re WN We vats 

Products Liability—The Test of Consumer Expectation for “Na- 
re «peewee i reed Progam... . 2s re... 

The Superiority Requirement of Rule 23(b)(3) in Class Actions 
Under the Truth in Lending Act ................. 


CRIMINAL LAW 


Compensating the Innocent Accused ........................ 
Prosecution of Corporate Officials Under the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act. United States v. Park, 421 U.S. 685 (1975) 


CRIMIN..L PROCEDURE 


Federal Court Intervention in State Criminal Proceedings When 
Charges are Brought After Filing of the Federal Complaint. 
Micas v. Miranda, 422 0).3.°332 (I9TS) «i. cdi. ew... 


943 


185 


727 


845 


170 


247 


899 


220 


927 


5337 


705 


431 





The Fourth Amendment Function of the Grand Jury 

Involuntary Interprison Transfers of State Prisoners After Meachum 
v. Fano and Montanye v. Haymes 

Preliminary Hearing Required to Satisfy Due Process for Pretrial 
tncarceration. Gerstein v. Pugh, 420 U.S. 103 (1975) 

The Right to Defend Pro Se in Criminal Proceedings. Faretta v. 
California, 422 U.S. 806 (1975) 

The Right to Question Jurors on Racial Prejudice. Ham v. South 
Carolina, 409 U.S. 524 (1973) and Ristaino v. Ross, 96 S. Ct. 
1017 (1976) 

Sixth Amendment—Standards for Determining Effective Assistance 
of Counsel. State v. Hester, 45 Ohio St. 2d 71, 341 N.E.2d 
|) nO © <s) (thee Bae. A 


EDUCATION 


Collective Bargaining and Grievance Arbitration in Ohio Public Ed- 
ucation. Dayton Classroom Teachers’ Association v. Dayton 
Board of Education, 41 Ohio St. 2d 127, 323 N.E.2d 714 
(1975) 

Consumer Protection and Higher Education: Student Suits Against 
Schools 

Intention as a Requirement for De Jure School Segregation 


Public Regulation of Private Religious Schools. State v. Whisner, 
47 Ohio St. 2d 181, 351 N.E.2d 750 (1976) 


ENVIRONMENTAL LAW 
Oil and Gas Conservation Law—tThe First Ten Years (1965-1975) 


People or Penguins, The Case for Optimal Pollution by William A. 


Baxter, Book Review 


ESTATE PLANNING AND PROBATE PRACTICE 

Ante-Mortem Probate Revisited: Can an Idea Have a Life After 

Charitable Trusts—Application of Rule Against Perpetuities and 
Doctrine of Cy Pres. Rice v. Stanley, 42 Ohio St. 2d 209, 327 
N.E.2d 774 (1975) .... 

FEDERAL JURISDICTION 


Federal Court Intervention in State Criminal Proceedings When 
Charges are Brought After Filing of the Federal Compiaint. 
Hicks v. Miranda, 422 U.S. 332 (1975) 


264 


685 








LABOR LAW 


Collective Bargaining and Grievance Arbitration in Ohio Public Edu- 
cation. Dayton Classroom Teachers’ Association v. Dayion 
Board of Education, 41 Ohio St. 2d 127, 323 N.E.2d 714 
i SAI EEE cit NTU Up AREAL itn. ap Re TU AE INC tani ag eB a 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
The Power Broker by Robert A. Caro, Book Review... .. 


PRISONS 


Involuntary Interprison Transfers of State Prisoners After Meachum 
v. Fano and Montanye v. Haymes ...................... 


REGULATED INDUSTRIES 
Emergency Rate Making for Ohio Public Utilitics =... 


SECURITIES 


The Private Offering Exemption—Recent Developments . . 


STATE GOVERNMENT 


Pee ms OO OD ee eee. | 
Appellate Review of Administrative Rule Making in Ohio—Pros- 
So a I ee gia a bie oa | 
The Constitutional Charter of Ohio’s Attorney General .......... 
Development of Consumer Protection Activities in the Ohio At- 
a ee eg bla sp wae dele we 
Emergency Rate Making for Ohio Public Utilities ........... a 
Government in the Sunshine: Open Mecting Legislation in Ohio | . 
The Right to Inspect Public Records in Ohio ................. 
Toward Equality for Ohio Men and Women: The ERA and Legis- 
I << ce a Ee ps ae ds we MN 


TORTS 


Adjusting Future Earnings for Inflation. Feldman v. Allegheny Air- 
lines Inc., 382 F. Supp. 1271 (D. Conn. 1974), aff'd in part, 
rev'd in part and remanded, 524 F.2d 384 (2d Cir. 1975) _.. 

Compensating fe Innocent Accused ........................ 

Equal Protection—An Evolving Intermediate Standard of Equal 
Protection Analysis. Primes v. Tyler, 43 Ohio St. 2d 195, 331 
OS ee its SO ele: 


Xi 


670 


801 


108 


559 


471 
801 


581 
108 
497 
518 


537 


138 
705 











TRUSTS & ESTATES 


Charitable Trusts—Application of Rule Against Perpetuities and 
Doctrine of Cy Pres. Rice v. Stanley, 42 Ohio St. 2d 209, 327 
Pes Fee aera 2 PEER, . PT ae aS 685 


UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE 


S$ 2-714 and 2-715 Consequential Damages Award. R./. Lampus 
Co. v. Neville Cement Products Corp., 232 Pa. Super. 242, 
ee PUT COUR yc ok pieced Se ee ce 153 


TABLE OF CASES NOTED 


Dayton Classroom Teachers’ Association v. Dayton Board of Education, 
41 Ohio St. 2d 127, 323 N.E.2d 714 (1975). 

Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806 (1975). 

Feldman v. Allegheny Airlines, Inc., 382 F. Supp. 1271 (D. Conn. 1974), 
aff'd in part, rev'd in part and remanded, 524 F.2d 384 (2d Cir. 
1975). 

Gerstein v. Pugh, 420 U.S. 103 (1975). 

Ham v. South Carolina, 409 U.S. 524 (1973). 

Hicks v. Miranda, 422 U.S. 332 (1975). 

Mossman v. Donahcy, 46 Ohio St. 2d 1, 346 N.E.2d 305 (1976). 

Primes v. Tyler, 43 Ohio St. 2d 195, 331 N.E.2d 723 (1975). 

R.I. Lampus Co. v. Neville Cement Products Corp., 232 Pa. Super. 242, 
336 A.2d 397 (1975). 

Rice v. Stanley, 42 Ohio St. 2d 209, 327 N.E.2d 774 (1975). 

Ristaino v. Ross, 96 S. Ct. 1017 (1976). 

State v. Hester, 45 Ohio St. 2d 71, 341 N.E.2d 304 (1976). 

State v. Whisner, 47 Ohio St. 2d 181, 351 N.E.2d 750 (1976). 

Time, Inc. v. Firestone, 424 U.S. 448 (1976). 

United States v. Park, 421 U.S. 685 (1975). 

Wetzel v. Libérty Mutual Insurance Co., 508 F.2d 239 (3d Cir. 1975), 
cert. denied, 421 U.S. 1011 (1975). 

Wetzel v. Weyant, 41 Ohio St. 2d 135, 323 N.E.2d 711 (1975). 


Xil 





pe ann F 
wip aig ed hay ida 
: “ae ob Bw Peas | 


eee eg 
pista 





